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Dear Sirs: 

This is an Appeal from art Office Action dated July 20, 2006. finally rejecting each ol 
•be pending c!ain\s, 5, 7, 2.0. 24. 28 and 29. The Notice of Appeal was filed on January 1 9, 
2007. The period, to file this Appeal Brief expires on .March 19. 2007. 

1 . REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

The real party in interest in this matter is Access Systems Americas, Inc. 



2. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 
There are no related appeals or interferences. 



3, M\n >or IH* l E AIMS 



Dr^vtfi Number 369 "j ACCESS ASA 



5. SUMMARY OF THE CI.. AIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

The invention generally relates to displaying information on & hand held device. 
Claim 5 recites a method for displaying information comprises displaying computer 
generated information in a display screen region of a hand held device in an area identified by 
permanent printing. The hand held device comprises a main display screen region distinct 
from the display screen region and the main display screen region is free of any area of 
permanent printing. The display screen region is implemented using a first, display screen 
unit, and main display screen region is implemented using a second display screen unit. The 
method further comprises displaying computer generated information on the first display 
screen unit automatically in response to a signal for turning off the second display screen unit. 

Claim 7 recites a method for displaying information comprising displaying computer 
generated information on a display screen region of a hand held device in an area identified 
by permanent printing. The hand held device comprises a main display screen region distinct 
from the display screen region, and the display screen region is free of any area of permanent 
printing. The display screen region is implemented using a first display screen unit and the 
display screen region is implemented using a second display screen unit. The method further 
comprises sending information for a clock display to the first display screen unit 
automatically in response to a signal for turning off the second display screen unit. 
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6. <;koumm; Tin: claims 

] he claims may be grouped as toiiows. 

I . Ckism^; I, '\ 24 ,tnd _8 art directed u> a metru c cnh>;tl ; mv.m uf ibe 
invent, ion: 

Oaim^ and 2') arc diivvted 10 a >.le\ Le emksjtfitt'tn of tho ^.\cml<}\ 
\ sop;su?e bas;\ At p.iientarfdt} exists fur tacit group of chin's, Howler except 
the esLrt oi cruise indicated belov, the respwihe ysoups' of eblin» sk-ku ot f H together i*>>v 
]Htrp->\-> *: c: th ; s appeal. 
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7. grounds of rejection to he reviewed on appeal 

Appellants respectfully request that the rejection under 35 U.S.C §103 of claims 5, ?, 
20, 28 and 2$ be reviewed on appeal. Specifically, Appellants submit thai one with skill in 
the art would not have, sufficient motivation or suggestion by a preponderance of the evidence 
to combine U.S. Patent No. 6,822,640 to Derocher C'Derocher), U.S. Publication No. 
2001/0044319 to Kobayashi C'Kohayashi") and the Handbook for Palm V Organizer, 1999 
("3eoav'iO. to render the claims unpatentable under Section 103, 

8, ARGUMENT 

A. Introduction, History and Claims 

Appellants filed this application on 08/29/2001 . Appellants have made several 
amendments to the claims to bring them into their current state as well as arguing that one of 
skill in the art would not have sufficient motivation or suggestion to combine cited 
references. Accordingly. Appellants now have appealed this case and request review of the 
analysis under which the prior art references have been combined. 

m Appellants' response -after final rejection we have cited extensively from the MPEP 
the balancing of burdens in establishing a prima fitcie case of obviousness-. We. incorporate 
herein by reference ail of the particular citations and make special note of the legal standard 
of the preponderance of the evidence which requires the evidence to be more convincing Ibr 
the obviousness to combine the references than the evidence which is offered in opposition to 
It. MPEP 2 1 42. Appellants will summarize previous arguments as well as presenting further 
arguments regarding why one of skill in the art would not have sufficient motivation or 
suggestion to combine the.se reference*. Appellants have sought to review these rclerences 
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without the benefit of hindsight and to study the references to consider their suggestive power 
and their teachings as a whole, including portions that would teach away from the 
combination, 

B, Arguments' 

In the Final Office Action and in the response to our arguments, the Examiner asserts 

that 
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There arc several important characteristics of this paragraph that must be considered. 
First, as is shown in Figure 1 and Figure 8, the context of the touch pad in Derocher continues 
to be for a standard laptop or desktop computer . For example, the reference to the s \sofT 
keys, F1-FI2 on a standard keyboard certainly leads one of skill in the art, in connection with 
the overall teachings of Derocher, to taking a standard touch sensitive pad. on a desktop or a 
laptop computer and providing soft keys on that touch pad. Notably, in that context, one of 
skill in the art would certainly recognize that there is a separate display which is not touch 
sensitive and which may be connected to the standard keyboard as on a laptop or -separate 
from the keyboard as is used in most desktop computers. There is also, as is known in the art, 
an element of separation between the touch pad and the display screen. Because the main 
display screen In Derocher is not touch sensitive- and does not enable user input, the 
disclosure in column 7 introduces the ability of the user to use the touch pad to be presented 
with and select the soft keys. 

The Final Office Action asserts thai because the graffiti writing area of 3COM does 
not offer a touch screen region as a sub-display for displaying computer generated 
information, that it would be obvious to use the teachings of Derocher to change the -graffiti 
writing area such that information may be displayed, presumably for the purpose of enabling 
a user to input information by way of a touch pad. Appellants argue that such a need would 
certainly not arise based in the Palm V device in 3COM for a very simple reason. As Is 
shown on page 6 of 3COM, the screen and the graffiti writing area are positioned right next to 
each other. The user can already interact with the screen using, a stylus. Soft keys already 
exist on the screen as well QWERTY keyboard as is shown on page 19. Furthermore, next to 
the graffiti writing area -are icons which the user can tap on to proceed with functions such as 
open applications, menus, calendar or to find text anywhere in data as is shown on page 15. 
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from s\huh the lAor cm use me stylus to interact ^ uh the vreet . Fof cvarnpk. nage l u 
shows tiie kVvOourd in which the use? can tap on various p- trti«- <n> oft be ke> ; '< : uu.i and sekvi 
rth^tc^t" Lite- ^ d^'-ireJ. \s i.s k:n^\ •• m she art, this screen can he y->ed '.■< present a \ artels 
ot dnierom souware applicants presenting "sob battens" for the user k> citable the user m 
make appropriate selections. 

Appellants traverse the Examiner's assertion that the disclosure of 'Deroeher in 
column 7 would render it obvious to one of skill in the art to modify the graffiti writing area 
to provide user enabled soft keys. The reason one of skill in the art would not receive a 
suggestion to do so is that the screen area of the Palm V device already is a touch sensitive 
screen and already presents user definable soft keys that are in immediate proximity to the 
graffiti writing area. In other words, without the benefit of hindsight one of skill in the art 
would view the teachings of column 7 of Deroeher and realize that software programs already 
exist to provide soft keys on the screen that the user can interact with. 'I his functionality 
already exists and is readily available and easy to use for the user of -a Palm V device. 
Appellants respect to. ily submit that the analysis on page 3 of the Final Office Action goes 
beyond what one of skill in the art would find obvious. Appellants have invented u novel and 
non-obvious method in handheld computer and respectfully submit that one of skill in the art. 
would not make the mental jumps that are outlined in the Office Action to arrive at the 
present invention given the ability of the Palm V device to already easily present soft keys in 
the screen area that is adjacent to the graffiti w riting area. Hindsight is necessary- to force the 
analysis in the Office Action. 

Appellants also traverse the Examiner's analysis m the Advisory Action in response to 
Appellants' arguments, The Examiner broadens the scope of the teachings of Deroeher 
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Appeilants note the analysis in MPE-P 2141.01 Section a,V. in which the Wang 

discussed. Here, the Federal Circuit held that the two references cited were non-analogous 
even though they both dealt, with single in-line memory modules (SIMMs ), In the present 
case, the Examiner is relying on the fact that the touch pad in Derocher is used to convey 
inputs which control the operations of the computing device where as 3COM also receives 
user inputs that control the operations of the computing device and thus, rftey are. analogous 
and that one of skill in the art would have motivation to combine these references. However, 
similar to the WjmgiyaMratories case where both prior art references also dealt with 
essentially the exact same structure of single in-line memory modules, the Federal eireuit 
found that because one SIMM related to industrial control it was not necessarily in the same 
fkld of endeavor as the subject matter of the invention which involved memory circuits and 
related to compact modular memories. Appellants simply note this because merely the tact 
that the laptop computers of Derocher have a touch pad does not necessarily mean that ail 
other devices that have touch pads are automatically analogous and obvious to combine. 

Yet another important and unexplored reason exists why one of skill in the art would 
not be motivated to use the Derocher concept in the graffiti area of 3COM. As noted above, 
column 7, of Derocher discusses specifically the user definable soft keys which, are explained 
to be the "F1-F12" on many standard keyboards which is used to augment or replace these 
keys. As one of skill in the art would read that part of Derocher and then if 3COM were m 
from of them, then the first thing that person would do is seek to determine whether there is 
any information about QWERTY keyboards in 3COM. Clearly, there is. Pages 19 and 20 
disclose a. standard keyboard which is presented in the screen area of the Palm V device, it. is 
the standard QWERTY keyboard that is shown with the various options to tap and modify the 
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display. Appellants respectfully submit that this direct teaching of keyboards in both 
references, rather than suggesting to one of skill in the art to use the graffiti portion to insert 
the F 1 -F 1 2 user definable keys, but rather one of skill m the art would simply receive the 
suggestion to add the FI-FI2 keys to the soft keyboard shown on pages 1 9 and 20, In this 
regard, the suggestion, would be simply to add another row to the key board that already exists. 
Appellants respectfully submit that again given the operable standard being only by a 
preponderance of the evidence, that this direct teaching in each prior art reference of a 
standard keyboard would lead one of skill in the art toward the use of the screen area in. 
3COM rather than the graffiti area in 3COM to accomplish the purpose of replacing, the user 
definable F1-FI2 keys on standard keyboards in a touch sensitive display. In other words, 
certainly if one were to balance the suggestive power between placing these keys FI-F12 in 
either the standard screen in the Palm V device or the graffiti area on the Palm V device. 
Appellants respectfully submit that it is Inescapable that the suggestion given the presentation 
of a keyboard on the screen, that the reference would both suggest using the standard screen 
and also teach away from the use of the graffiti area for the addition of such soft keys. 

Appellants again respectfully -assert that the objective suggestive power of Derocher is 
limited to a laptop or handheld c omput er that is controlled by operation of a user's finger on 
the surface. Column ? teaches that that touch pad may include some user definable soft keys 
wherein the user has the opportunity to use the touch pad to effectively select one of the soft- 
keys. This functionality is already fundamental to the Palm V device shown in 3COM and 
al ready implemented in the screen, area. Accordingly, one of skill, in the art in looking at 
these two references would not, by a preponderance of the evidence determine to display 
computer generated information on the first display screen unit that is distinct from the main 
display screen region because such functionality is easily and already implemented using the 
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CONCLUSION 

in view oi the above. Appellants submit that all claims on appeal distinguish over the 
art and reject toil v request that the Examiner' s rejections of these claims be reversed. 
Appellants, therefore, respectfully move this Board to reverse the Lxasmner's decision 
rejecting claims 5, 7. 20. 24. 28 and ?.'). 

The Appeal Brief fee uf$500 has been paid. If necessary, the Commissioner for 
Patent is authorized to charge or credit the Deposit Account No. 50-31(12 for any defic iency 



Respectfully submitted. 

it 

March iC 2007 By: ^ *" 



Correspondence Address: 
Customer Ke 4963? 



'Ibomas M Isaacson 
Attorney tor Appellants 
Reg. No. 44.106 
Phone: 410-280-0405 
Fax No.; 410-510-1433 
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I ,-4. (Canceled) 

5 . {Previously Presumed} A method for displaying irnbrrnaoon comprising: 
displaying computer generated information if- 8 display screen region oi a 
hand held device in an area identified by permanent printing, wherein said hand 
held device comprises a main display screen region distinct, from said display 
screen region, said main display screen region free of any area of permanent 
printing, v\herem sa-d display screen rogioii is implemented using a first display 
screen unit, and said main display screen region is implemented using a second 
display screen unit; and 

d -spaying said computer generated information on said ilrst display screen unit 
untomadcahv in response to a signal for turning off said second display screen unit. 

6, (Canceled) 

?. {-Previously Presented) A method for displaying information comprising: 
displaying computer generated information in a display screen region of a 
hand .held device in an area identified by permanent printing, wherein said hand 

held device comprises a main display screen region distinct from said display 
screen region, said main display screen region free of any area of permanent 
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printing, wherein said display screen region is implemented using a first display 
screen unit, and said main display screen region is implemented using a second 
display screen unit; and 

sending information for a clock display to said first display screen unit 
automatically i.n response to a signal for turning off said second display screen 
tinii. 

8,-19. (Canceled) 

20. {Previous!}- Presented) A hood held computer system comprising: 
a ftrst display screen region tor displaying first computer generated 

information, said first display screen region identified by permanent printing; and 
a second display screen region for displaying second information, wherein 
said first display screen region and said second display screen region are 
implemented as a first display screen unit and a distinct second display screen 
units and wherein said first, display screen un.it is configured to turn on 
automatically in respon.se to a signal turning off said second display screen unit. 

21. -23. (Canceled) 

2-1. (Previously Presented) In a hand held computer system, a method for displacing 
in format ion comprising: 

displaying, program imbrmation on a main display screen region of said 
hand held computer system: 

14 
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in response to an event, displaying computer generated information on a 
second display screen region identified by permanent priming therein, wherein 
said displaying computer generated information does not interfere with said 
displaying program information on said main display screen region; and 

wherein said event is an incoming phone call and wherein said computer 
generated information is a dialog enabling the receipt of said phone call. 

25.-27. (Canceled) 

2s <Fre\ k>is-'\\ ■ l he methoo" > <iVasm 5, Anther vvmprisinj;: 

sending information tor a cleek display to said Inst dk>pia> screen unit atii"maueuSi> 
m response tot- signal forturmn>.< oft <aid -veond dtspun. ,^reen unit. 

29. (Previ ously Presented) The hand held computer system of claim 20, wherein the 
handheld unit is configured to display time-of-day information on said first display screen 
unit automatically in response to the signal turning off the second display screen unit. 
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10. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 



None. 
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U. KFl. VI Ft) PROfKKUiNGS APPhMHX 

None. 
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